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Abstract
Raman spectroscopy plays a crucial role in biochemical analysis. Recently, superhydrophobic surface-enhanced Raman
scattering (SERS) substrates have enhanced detection limits by concentrating target molecules into small areas.
However, due to the wet transition phenomenon, further reduction of the droplet contact area is prevented, and the
detection limit is restricted. This paper proposes a simple method involving femtosecond laser-induced forward
transfer for preparing a hybrid superhydrophilic–superhydrophobic SERS (HS-SERS) substrate by introducing a
superhydrophilic pattern to promote the target molecules to concentrate on it for ultratrace detection. Furthermore,
the HS-SERS substrate is heated to promote a smaller concentrated area. The water vapor film formed by the contact
of the solution with the substrate overcomes droplet collapse, and the target molecules are completely concentrated
into the superhydrophilic region without loss during evaporation. Finally, the concentrated region is successfully
reduced, and the detection limit is enhanced. The HS-SERS substrate achieved a final contact area of 0.013 mm2, a
12.1-fold decrease from the unheated case. The reduction of the contact area led to a detection limit concentration as
low as 10−16 M for a Rhodamine 6G solution. In addition, the HS-SERS substrate accurately controlled the size of the
concentrated areas through the superhydrophilic pattern, which can be attributed to the favorable repeatability of the
droplet concentration results. In addition, the preparation method is flexible and has the potential for fluid mixing,
fluid transport, and biochemical sensors, etc.

Introduction
Ultratrace detection plays a crucial role in chemical and

biological analyses for applications such as food safety
testing1, drug testing2, explosives testing3, and early
diagnosis4. Raman spectroscopy is considered one of the
most promising analytical methods because it provides
fingerprint information on target molecules and has high

sensitivity5–7. It has been extensively used for practical
analysis and detection of properties of compounds such as
Rhodamine 6G (R6G)8, glucose9, and tyrosine solution10.
In addition to the electromagnetic field effect, the

Raman scattering signal intensity has been confirmed to
be as relevant as the analyte molecule concentration11,12.
In the detection of highly diluted solutions whose con-
centrations are on the picomolar or femtomolar level, the
target molecules are too dispersed to be detected, which
limits the Raman detection sensitivity. Therefore, con-
centrating target molecules into a small area without loss
to increase the concentration of the analyte molecules is
the key challenge in enhancing Raman detection
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sensitivity. Recent research has reported a super-
hydrophobic surface-enhanced Raman scattering (S-
SERS) substrate, which has been considered an effective
strategy to solve the aforementioned problems13–17.
When an S-SERS substrate is used, the concentration of
the target molecule can be improved by increasing the
contact angle and reducing the adhesion of the substrate
to obtain a higher sensitivity. Wang et al. reported the
fabrication of an S-SERS substrate by using a femtosecond
laser18; the minimum area of this substrate after eva-
poration was reduced to 0.14 mm2, and the detection limit
was 10−14 M. Reducing the concentrated area was con-
firmed to enhance the Raman signal. However, during
droplet concentration, the contact angle suddenly changes
at a certain moment and then sharply decreases due to the
wet transition phenomenon19, which further prevents the
reduction of the droplet contact area. In addition to
higher sensitivity, an efficient and perfect SERS substrate
should achieve stable results. Applying S-SERS substrates
in practical applications is difficult because of the uncer-
tainty regarding the final concentration position and the
unstable concentrated area size; for example, locating the
target molecule and obtaining stable signals is difficult in
practical applications. Hence, controlling and reducing
the final droplet concentrated area size remains a con-
siderable challenge in the use of S-SERS substrates.
Research groups have recently prepared special wett-

ability SERS (SW-SERS) substrates by introducing a dif-
ferential wettability region, which has successfully
concentrated droplets into a relatively small area and
enhanced detection limits. Song et al. applied lithography
and vapor phase deposition to prepare a gradient super-
hydrophobic surface on silicon, and the detection limit
was 10−15 M20. Li et al. prepared a micropatterned
superhydrophilic Au-areole array on a silicon substrate
for SERS detection using a multistep process that involved
metal-assisted chemical etching, surface fluorination
treatment, partial removal using ultraviolet light, and
electrochemical deposition. The detection limit was
10−15 M21. However, the processing methods used above
are multistep and require complex equipment or opera-
tions. A simple preparation method is still a challenge for
SW-SERS substrates.
Compared with the aforementioned methods, a femto-

second laser is easy to operate and has a wide processing
range; based on this, it has a good application potential for
the preparation of micro/nanostructure surfaces22–28.
Femtosecond laser-induced forward transfer (FLIFT) can
easily realize the combination of intrinsic hydrophilic
materials and intrinsic hydrophobic materials, and it is a
simpler and more efficient method for preparing special
wettability surface structures without additional surface
modification. Furthermore, because of the Leidenfrost
effect29,30, when the substrate is heated at a high

temperature, the droplets in contact with the substrate
evaporate to form a water vapor film. The water vapor
film maintains the droplets in a spherical shape to
enhance their stability; thus, the droplets do not collapse
as a result of the wet transition during the concentration
process, which enables concentration of the droplet into
smaller spheres to enhance the detection limit. In addi-
tion, heating can accelerate droplet evaporation, which
considerably shortens the droplet concentration time and
improves the detection efficiency of the HS-SERS sub-
strate. However, the water vapor film causes the droplets
to roll off the substrate. A superhydrophilic pattern can
effectively solve this problem by capturing the droplets
and concentrating them in designated areas.
In summary, developing a simple method for preparing

a SERS substrate that can achieve a small droplet con-
centration area and stable and controllable results is
required. Accordingly, this study proposes a simple and
efficient method involving the use of FLIFT for preparing
an HS-SERS substrate for ultratrace detection that can
achieve directional concentration of droplets from
superhydrophobic regions to a superhydrophilic pattern
without loss. The method used directly achieves the
combination of two surfaces with extreme wettability by a
femtosecond laser without additional surface modifica-
tion. First, polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) was sputtered
onto the surface of silicon through FLIFT to form a
periodic superhydrophobic structure. Subsequently, a
femtosecond laser was applied to selectively remove the
superhydrophobic structure while ablating the underlying
silicon substrate to form a superhydrophilic pattern. We
mixed the target molecules and Au nanoparticles and
then concentrated them into the pattern through heating
to achieve ultratrace detection. The HS-SERS substrate
achieved a final contact area of 0.013 mm2, 12.1 times less
than the unheated case. The reduction in the contact area
led to a detection limit concentration as low as 10−16 M
for the R6G solution. In addition, the HS-SERS substrate
accurately controlled the concentrated area size through
the superhydrophilic pattern because of the favorable
repeatability of the droplet concentration results.

Materials and methods
The FLIFT method used in this study requires the laser

to be able to pass through the donor, the donor material
be hydrophobic, and the receiver material be hydrophilic.
Based on these requirements, silicon (crystal orientation:
111) was used as the receiver because of its intrinsically
hydrophilic nature. PDMS was used as the donor because
of its intrinsic hydrophobicity, good light transmission,
and good biocompatibility. We used a femtosecond laser
beam with a width of 35 fs, repetition rate of 1000 Hz, and
translating speed of 1000 μms−1. Figure 1 presents a
schematic of the HS-SERS substrate fabrication process,
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which involved two steps in situ. First shown in Fig. 1a,
PDMS was sputtered through FLIFT on the silicon sur-
face to form a superhydrophobic surface. The donor
PDMS and the receiver silicon were tightly fitted together
with a gap of 20 μm. A femtosecond laser was focused
20 μm above the lower surface of the PDMS using a 5×
microscope objective lens (NA= 0.15), and the laser
ablation scanning pitch was controlled using a six-
dimensional translation stage. Second, shown in Fig. 1b,
PDMS was removed, and without changing the machining
position, the femtosecond laser was directly focused on
the silicon surface, followed by selective removal of the
PDMS while simultaneously ablating the silicon surface to
form a superhydrophilic pattern with a convex morphol-
ogy. The final hybrid superhydrophilic–superhydrophobic

structure is shown as the SEM illustration with a red
dotted line. In summary, our proposed processing method
is a very simple technique for obtaining an HS surface.

Results and discussion
Femtosecond laser processing
The superhydrophobic surface produced in the first step

was applied to determine the droplet concentration effect.
Figure 2 shows the effect of the laser scanning pitch and
laser power on the change in the contact angle; the volume
of the droplets used was 2 μL. The scanning pitch was
changed from 10 to 120 μm, and the laser power was
changed from 15 to 30mW. When the laser power
increased, the optimal contact angle (denoted by the dif-
ferent colored circles) first increased and then decreased,
and the contact angles observed at the various laser
powers all exceeded 150°, demonstrating the creation of a
superhydrophobic surface. The maximum contact angle
(163° ± 0.4°, as shown in the inset) was achieved at a laser
power of 25mW and a scanning pitch of 20 μm. Figure 2
also shows that as the scanning pitch increased, the con-
tact angle first increased and then declined. Consider, for
example, the surface prepared at a laser power of 25mW.
Figure 3a–f depicts the scanning electron microscopy
(SEM) images of the surface morphologies observed at
different laser scanning pitches; Fig. 3b presents the opti-
mal scanning pitch with the largest contact angle. When
the scanning pitch was too small, the overlap ratio of the
laser processing area was high, and PDMS was peeled off
from the depth of focus. At this time, the height of the
superhydrophobic structure was 9 μm. When the scanning
pitch was increased, the overlap ratio of the laser proces-
sing area was insufficient to cause the PDMS to peel off.
The height of the superhydrophobic structure was equal to
that of the jet accumulation at 800 nm (Fig. S1).
When the laser scanning pitch increased from 10 to

20 μm (Fig. 3a, b), the superhydrophobic structure height
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Fig. 2 Contact angles of the fabricated superhydrophobic
surfaces without a superhydrophilic micropattern at different
laser powers (15–30mW) and scanning pitches (10–120 μm);
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different laser powers. The volume of the droplets used was 2 μL
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Fig. 1 Schematic of the fabrication process of the HS-SERS substrate. a First, PDMS was sputtered through FLIFT on the silicon surface to form a
superhydrophobic surface (inset). b In the second step, the femtosecond laser was used for selective removal of the jet to obtain a silicon patterned
superhydrophilic surface (inset). The SEM image of the final hybrid superhydrophilic–superhydrophobic structures is shown as the inset picture with a
red dotted line
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was 9 μm. This phenomenon can be explained by the
Cassie–Baxter model31, which is described as follows:

cos θCA ¼ f cos θ � 1� fð Þ; ð1Þ

where θCA and θ are the Cassie–Baxter contact angle and
Young contact angle, respectively, and f is the surface
fraction of the surface contacted by the droplets occupy-
ing the area of the entire surface. When the scanning
pitch was increased, the contact area of the droplets with
air increased (Fig. S2), resulting in a smaller ratio of the
solid contact area to the entire contact area, and f
decreased; therefore, the contact angle eventually
increased. When the laser scanning pitch continued to
increase from 20 to 30 μm (Fig. 3a, b), a PDMS thickness
of 1 μm was observed (Fig. S2), which was much smaller
than the laser scanning pitch, and the air retention height
below the droplet was less than the PDMS height; at this
moment, the droplet contact model was transitioning
from the Cassie–Baxter model to the Wenzel model32,
which is described as follows:

cos θW ¼ r cos θ; ð2Þ

where θW is the Wenzel contact angle and r is the
roughness factor, defined as the ratio of the true surface
area to the projected area. When the scanning pitch
continued to increase, the ratio of the area occupied by

the untreated silicon substrate increased and r decreased
(Fig. 3d–f), causing the contact angle to continue to
decrease. In addition, the intrinsic hydrophilicity of the
silicon substrate contributed to the reduction in the
contact angle. In summary, the contact angle of the PDMS
structure produced using FLIFT first increased and then
decreased with the increase in the scanning pitch, and this
tendency applied to not only a laser power of 25 mW but
also other power conditions.
Figure 3g presents the snapshot of water droplets rolling

on the structure in Fig. 3b. It was very easy for a 5-μL
water droplet to roll away even when the tilt angle was
only 1° and the structure was processed with a laser power
of 25 mW and scanning pitch of 20 μm. This proves that
the superhydrophobic surface produced in this study
resembled a lotus leaf surface with ultralow adhesion.
This structure had an ultrahigh hydrophobic angle and
ultralow adhesion, which were determined as subsequent
processing parameters, and hence, the structure met our
subsequent use requirements.
After the superhydrophobic surface was prepared, a

superhydrophilic micropattern on silicon was achieved
using a femtosecond laser operated at a low laser power of
5 mW and scanning pitch of 5 μm. A micropatterned
convex structure with superhydrophilic properties was
processed on the silicon surface, and the femtosecond
laser was used to remove the local periodic PDMS
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Fig. 3 SEM images of morphologies at different laser scanning pitches and a laser power of 25mW: a 10 μm, b 20 μm, c 30 μm, d 50 μm,
e 70 μm, and f 90 μm; b, c share the same scale bar with a, which is 25 μm, and the inset is a magnified SEM image with a scale bar of 5 μm; d–f share
the same scale bar with d, which is 50 μm. g Snapshot of water droplets rolling on the superhydrophobic surfaces with a tilt angle of less than 1°
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structure. Figure 4a depicts the SEM image of the HS
surface with a pattern diameter of 300 μm (dotted circle).
The area indicated by the red arrow represents the
superhydrophobic surface and that indicated by the black
arrow represents the superhydrophilic pattern. A partially
magnified SEM image is shown in Fig. 4b, and a further
enlarged SEM image is shown in Fig. 4c. A 2-μL droplet
was dropped on the processed silicon surface with a large
convex structure area, on which the droplet spread
rapidly. The lateral images of the droplet captured using a
lateral imaging system are presented in the inset of Fig. 4c.
We determined that the contact angle of the silicon sur-
face with a convex structure was 0°, demonstrating that
the surface had superhydrophilic properties.
Energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) was per-

formed to determine the elemental composition of the
prepared substrate. Figure 4d, e illustrates the EDX results
obtained for the HS-SERS substrate at an excitation vol-
tage of 10 kV and an excitation time of 50 s. Theoretically,
the superhydrophobic surface should comprise a PDMS
material fabricated using FLIFT with a molecular formula
of (C2H6OSi)n and an elemental composition ratio of C:
O:Si= 2:1:1, whereas the superhydrophilic-pattern
regions should only contain Si after the removal of the
PDMS material using a laser to expose the hydrophilic
silicon structure. Figure 4d shows the EDX results

obtained for the superhydrophobic surface of the HS-
SERS substrate, denoted by the area indicated by the red
arrow in Fig. 4a. As revealed by the figure, the surface
contained three elements, namely, C (56.21%), O
(20.65%), and Si (23.14%), which is consistent with the
theoretical results and demonstrates that the area was
composed of PDMS. Figure 4e shows the EDX results
obtained for the superhydrophilic pattern regions of the
HS-SERS substrate, denoted by the area indicated by the
black arrow in Fig. 4a. As revealed by the figure, the area
contained two elements, namely, O (29.06%) and Si
(70.94%). A possible reason for the discrepancy between
this result and the theoretical results is that the laser
oxidized part of the silicon substrate during the ablation
of the single-crystal silicon, which resulted in the
incorporation of O.

The controllable and stable concentration result of the
droplet
To provide the required surface plasmon resonance for

HS-SERS, precious metal Au nanoparticles with a dia-
meter of 40 nm were mixed with the target molecules and
concentrated together on the substrate, which was heated
at a temperature of 110 °C. Figure 5a presents a schematic
of the droplet containing the target molecules and Au
nanoparticles for the concentration process; the
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orange–red triangles represent the target molecules, and
the yellow circles represent the Au nanoparticles. When
the HS-SERS substrate was heated, the portion of the
droplet that contacted the substrate evaporated to form
a thin water vapor film. The water vapor film maintained
the droplets in a spherical state to enhance their stability;
thus, the droplets did not collapse due to the wet transi-
tion during the concentration process. Concurrently, the
presence of the superhydrophilic pattern captured the
droplets and concentrated them in the designated areas,
thereby preventing them from rolling off the substrate.
Finally, the target molecules and Au nanoparticles were
all concentrated in the superhydrophilic pattern. At the
same time, heating can accelerate droplet evaporation,
considerably shorten the droplet concentration time, and
improve the detection efficiency of the HS-SERS

substrate. Because the evaporation environment tem-
perature is 110°, the heated HS-SERS substrate may be
more suitable for detecting molecules with thermal sta-
bility, such as R6G, quinoline, and other organic com-
pound molecules.
To examine these phenomena, the droplet concentra-

tion process on the patterned superhydrophilic substrate
with a diameter of 100 μm was investigated, and the
corresponding lateral images are presented in Fig. 5b, c.
The former HS-SERS substrate was heated to 110 °C (Fig.
5b), and the latter was not heated (Fig. 5c). Under heating
conditions, a 20-μL droplet was completely concentrated
into the superhydrophilic pattern. Throughout the con-
centration process, the shape of the droplet remained
spherical. The final contact diameter and area of the
droplet were 91.4 μm and 0.013 mm2 at 99.5 s under the
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Fig. 5 The effect of temperature on the concentration process of droplets. a Schematic of the concentration process showing the droplet
containing the target molecules and Au nanoparticles. The color of the droplet changes from light to deep; orange–red triangles represent the target
molecules, and yellow circles represent Au nanoparticles. b Lateral images of the concentration process of the droplet on the HS-SERS surface with a
diameter of 100 μm and heated to 110 °C. The droplet volume was 20 μL, and the final contact diameter of the droplet was 91.4 μm at 99.5 s. c Lateral
images of the concentration process of the droplet on the HS-SERS surface with a diameter of 100 μm under no heating conditions. The final contact
diameter of the droplet was 317.3 μm at 55.5 min. d Changes in contact angle and contact diameter over time during droplet concentration in b. e
Changes in contact angle and contact diameter over time during droplet concentration in c
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heating conditions. The area decreased by 12.1 times and
the evaporation efficiency increased by 33.4 times com-
pared with that of the unheated droplet, and the final
contact diameter and area were 317.3 μm and 0.157mm2

at 55.5 min. Figure 5d, e shows the changes in the contact
angle and contact diameter with time under heating and
nonheating conditions, respectively, and the HS-SERS
substrate used under both conditions had a pattern dia-
meter of 100 μm. During the concentration process under
the heating conditions, the contact diameter of the dro-
plet was continuously reduced until the droplet was
completely concentrated without loss into the super-
hydrophilic pattern, and the contact angle of the droplet
remained at a high value above 140° at 79 s. Then, the
angle changed slowly, as denoted by the red arrow in Fig.
5d. Finally, the contact angle remained greater than 100°,
and the droplet remained spherical. Under the no heating
conditions, as shown in Fig. 5e, the changes in the contact
diameter and contact angle in the previous period were
the same as those under the heating conditions. However,
the droplet suddenly collapsed; the contact angle dropped
sharply at 54 min, as indicated by the red arrow in Fig. 5e.

The final droplet concentration was 317.3 μm. The entire
concentration process lasted for 55.5 min.
The ability to concentrate the droplet into the super-

hydrophilic pattern without loss can enable regulation of
the droplet concentration by changing the area of the
superhydrophilic pattern. To test this hypothesis, super-
hydrophilic patterns with different diameters, namely,
600, 500, 400, 300, 200, and 100 μm (Fig. 6a), were used to
explore the droplet concentration. Figure 6b illustrates
the final concentrated diameters for the patterned
superhydrophilic surfaces with different sizes, and the
data were measured three times. As the diameter of the
superhydrophilic pattern decreased, the final concentra-
tion diameter decreased, and the size was close to that of
the pattern. The results obtained in the three experiments
revealed the same trend, indicating the good repeatability
of the HS-SERS substrates and providing the basis for
accurately controlling the size of the concentrated areas.
To compare the effect of different superhydrophilic

pattern areas on the HS-SERS substrate detection inten-
sity, we used an R6G solution, which is a typical dye
widely used in biotechnology, with a concentration of

ba

200 µm

c

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.0

5000
100 µm
200 µm
300 µm

400 µm
Flat

4000

3000

2000

1000

0

100 200 300
Pattern diameter (µm)

400 500 600

C
on

ta
ct

 d
ia

m
et

er
 (

m
m

)

600 800 1000 1200

Raman shift (cm–1)

1400 1600 1800

In
te

ns
ity

 (
ar

b.
un

t.)

Fig. 6 The effect of the size of the superhydrophilic pattern on the concentration process of droplets. a SEM images of patterned
superhydrophilic surfaces with different diameters, which from left to right are 600, 500, 400, 300, 200, and 100 μm. b Final concentrated diameter for
superhydrophilic patterns with different diameters. c Raman spectra of a 10−10 M R6G solution on surfaces with different superhydrophilic pattern
diameters

Ma et al. Microsystems & Nanoengineering            (2019) 5:48 Page 7 of 10



10−10 M as the target molecule. We used a laser with a
wavelength of 532 nm and a power of 0.05 mW to excite
the sample; the integration time was 10 s with three
accumulation times. The Raman spectra observed for the
10−10 M R6G solution on patterned superhydrophilic
substrates with different diameters—including 400, 300,
200, and 100 μm—and untreated silicon substrates are
shown in Fig. 6c. We compared the peaks of the HS-SERS
spectra at 1650 cm−1 and found that the peak intensity
increased as the diameter of the superhydrophilic pattern
decreased, which demonstrates that the area of the
superhydrophilic pattern can effectively regulate the
concentrated droplet area, thereby enhancing the detec-
tion sensitivity of the HS-SERS substrates.

The detection limit
The HS-SERS substrate with a pattern diameter of

100 μm was used to test the detection limit of the sub-
strate, and the concentration of the R6G solution used
varied from 10−8 to 10−16 M. Characteristic Raman peaks
were observed at 611, 776, 1180, 1360, 1509, and

1650 cm−1, and the most intense peak occurred at
1650 cm−1, which we chose as the comparison signal. As
the concentration of the R6G solution gradually
decreased, the Raman peak intensity decreased at
1650 cm−1. When the concentration of the R6G solution
was 10−16 M, the Raman peak could still be measured.
Moreover, when the concentration of the R6G solution
decreased to 10−17 M, the Raman peak intensity at
1650 cm−1 was too weak to be captured, as shown in Fig.
7a, b. We randomly selected seven points on the HS-SERS
substrate with a pattern diameter of 300 μm to measure
the Raman signal of the R6G solution with a concentra-
tion of 10−10 M. The Raman peak intensity at 1650 cm−1

is shown in Fig. 7c, which proves the uniformity of the
HS-SERS substrate.

Conclusion
In conclusion, this paper proposed a simple method for

preparing a controllable and stable HS-SERS substrate by
a femtosecond laser for ultratrace detection. The method
used directly achieves the combination of two surfaces
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with extreme wettability by a femtosecond laser without
additional surface modification. The fabrication process
involves only two steps in situ: first, PDMS was sputtered
onto the surface of silicon through FLIFT to form a
periodic superhydrophobic structure. Subsequently, a
femtosecond laser was applied to selectively remove the
superhydrophobic structure while ablating the underlying
silicon substrate to form a superhydrophilic pattern. We
mixed the target molecules and Au nanoparticles and
then concentrated them into the pattern through heating
to achieve ultratrace detection. The HS-SERS substrate
achieved a final contact area of 0.013 mm2, 12.1 times less
than the unheated case. The reduction in the contact area
led to a detection limit concentration as low as 10−16 M
for the R6G solution. In addition, the HS-SERS substrate
accurately controlled the size of the concentrated areas
through the superhydrophilic pattern because of the
favorable repeatability of the droplet concentration
results. The latter was never discussed in SW-SERS sub-
strates and offers the possibility of quantitative SERS
detection. In addition, the preparation method is flexible
and has the potential for fluid mixing, fluid transport, and
biochemical sensors.

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by the National Key R&D Program of China
(2018YFB1107200), the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(51675049), the Natural Science Foundation of Beijing Municipality (3172027),
and the Young Elite Scientists Sponsorship Program (2016QNRC001).

Author details
1Laser Micro/Nano Fabrication Laboratory, School of Mechanical Engineering,
Beijing Institute of Technology, 100081 Beijing, China. 2Department of
Mechanical Engineering, Tsinghua University, 100084 Beijing, China. 3School of
Chemistry and Chemical Engineering, Beijing Institute of Technology, 100081
Beijing, China. 4Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, University
of Nebraska-Lincoln, Lincoln, NE 68588-0511, USA. 5Department of Mechanical
Engineering, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN 55455, USA

Authors' contributions
L.J. conceived the research. X.M. conducted the laser processing,
characterization, and contact angle measurements; B.L. and J.H. carried out the
Raman measurements and analysis. J.S. and Z.W. performed lateral microscopy
observations of the droplet concentration process. Z.X. completed the
schematic drawing. L.Q., Y.L., and T.C. guided the theoretical analysis part. All
coauthors offered helpful discussions and analyses of the results. X.M., L.J., and
X.L. wrote the manuscript. L.J. and X.L. supervised and supported the work.

Conflict of interest
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

Supplementary Information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/
10.1038/s41378-019-0090-1.

Received: 11 March 2019 Revised: 24 May 2019 Accepted: 27 June 2019

References
1. Craig, A. P., Franca, A. S. & Irudayaraj, J. Surface-enhanced Raman spectroscopy

applied to food safety. Annu. Rev. Food Sci. Technol. 4, 369–380 (2013).

2. Inscore, F., Shende, C., Sengupta, A., Huang, H. & Farquharson, S. Detection of
drugs of abuse in saliva by surface-enhanced Raman spectroscopy (SERS).
Appl. Spectrosc. 65, 1004–1008 (2011).

3. Chou, A. et al. SERS substrate for detection of explosives. Nanoscale 4,
7419–7424 (2012).

4. Chon, H. et al. SERS-based competitive immunoassay of troponin I and CK-MB
markers for early diagnosis of acute myocardial infarction. Chem. Commun. 50,
1058–1060 (2014).

5. Willets, K. A. & Van Duyne, R. P. Localized surface plasmon resonance spec-
troscopy and sensing. Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 58, 267–297 (2007).

6. Stiles, P. L., Dieringer, J. A., Shah, N. C. & Van Duyne, R. P. Surface-enhanced
Raman spectroscopy. Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 1, 601–626 (2008).

7. Cao, Y. C., Jin, R. & Mirkin, C. A. Nanoparticles with Raman spectroscopic
fingerprints for DNA and RNA detection. Science 297, 1536–1540 (2002).

8. Lu, L. Q., Zheng, Y., Qu, W. G., Yu, H. Q. & Xu, A. W. Hydrophobic Teflon films as
concentrators for single-molecule SERS detection. J. Mater. Chem. 22,
20986–20990 (2012).

9. Gupta, V. K. et al. A novel glucose biosensor platform based on Ag@ AuNPs
modified graphene oxide nanocomposite and SERS application. J. Colloid
Interface Sci. 406, 231–237 (2013).

10. Li, Y. T., Li, D. W., Cao, Y. & Long, Y. T. Label-free in-situ monitoring of protein
tyrosine nitration in blood by surface-enhanced Raman spectroscopy. Biosens.
Bioelectron. 69, 1–7 (2015).

11. Jeanmaire, D. L. & Van Duyne, R. P. Surface Raman spectroelectrochemistry:
Part I. Heterocyclic, aromatic, and aliphatic amines adsorbed on the anodized
silver electrode. J. Electroanal. Chem. Interfacial Electrochem. 84, 1–20 (1977).

12. Zhong, L. B. et al. Self-assembly of Au nanoparticles on PMMA template as
flexible, transparent, and highly active SERS substrates. Anal. Chem. 86,
6262–6267 (2014).

13. Kang, H. et al. Droplet-guiding superhydrophobic arrays of plasmonic
microposts for molecular concentration and detection. ACS Appl. Mater.
Interfaces 9, 37201–37209 (2017).

14. Wang, W. K. et al. Microscale golden candock leaves self-aggregated on a
polymer surface: Raman scattering enhancement and Superhydrophobicity.
Langmuir 27, 3249–3253 (2011).

15. Jeon, T. Y. et al. Stacked‐disk nanotower arrays for use as omniphobic surface‐
enhanced Raman scattering substrates. Adv. Opt. Mater. 4, 1893–1900 (2016).

16. Yang, F. et al. Bionic SERS chip with super-hydrophobic and plasmonic micro/
nano dual structure. Photonics Res. 6, 77–83 (2018).

17. Shin, S. et al. A droplet‐based high‐throughput SERS platform on a droplet‐
guiding‐track‐engraved superhydrophobic substrate. Small 13, 1602865
(2017).

18. Wang, A. et al. Low-adhesive superhydrophobic surface-enhanced Raman
spectroscopy substrate fabricated by femtosecond laser ablation for ultratrace
molecular detection. J. Mater. Chem. B 5, 777–784 (2017).

19. Jung, Y. C. & Bhushan, B. Wetting transition of water droplets on super-
hydrophobic patterned surfaces. Scr. Mater. 57, 1057–1060 (2007).

20. Song, W., Psaltis, D. & Crozier, K. B. Superhydrophobic bull’s-eye for surface-
enhanced Raman scattering. Lab Chip 14, 3907–3911 (2014).

21. Li, H. et al. Bioinspired micropatterned superhydrophilic Au‐areoles for surface‐
enhanced Raman scattering (SERS) trace detection. Adv. Funct. Mater. 28,
1800448 (2018).

22. Yin, K. et al. A simple way to achieve bioinspired hybrid wettability surface
with micro/nanopatterns for efficient fog collection. Nanoscale 9,
14620–14626 (2017).

23. Yin, K. et al. Femtosecond laser induced robust periodic nanoripple structured
mesh for highly efficient oil–water separation. Nanoscale 9, 14229–14235
(2017).

24. Long, J. et al. Cassie-state stability of metallic superhydrophobic surfaces with
various micro/nanostructures produced by a femtosecond laser. Langmuir 32,
1065–1072 (2016).

25. Gong, D. et al. Robust and stable transparent superhydrophobic poly-
dimethylsiloxane films by duplicating via a femtosecond laser-ablated tem-
plate. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 8, 17511–17518 (2016).

26. Yong, J. et al. Femtosecond laser weaving superhydrophobic patterned PDMS
surfaces with tunable adhesion. J. Phys. Chem. C 117, 24907–24912 (2013).

27. Lu, J. et al. Bioinspired hierarchical surfaces fabricated by femtosecond laser
and hydrothermal method for water harvesting. Langmuir 35, 3562–3567
(2019).

28. Yong, J., Singh, S. C., Zhan, Z., Chen, F. & Guo, C. Substrate-independent, fast,
and reversible switching between underwater superaerophobicity and

Ma et al. Microsystems & Nanoengineering            (2019) 5:48 Page 9 of 10

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-019-0090-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-019-0090-1


aerophilicity on the femtosecond laser-induced superhydrophobic surfaces for
selectively repelling or capturing bubbles in water. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces
11, 8667–8675 (2019).

29. Vakarelski, I. U., Patankar, N. A., Marston, J. O., Chan, D. Y. & Thoroddsen, S. T.
Stabilization of Leidenfrost vapour layer by textured superhydrophobic sur-
faces. Nature 489, 274 (2012).

30. Dupeux, G., Bourrianne, P., Magdelaine, Q., Clanet, C. & Quéré, D. Propulsion on
a superhydrophobic ratchet. Sci. Rep. 4, 5280 (2014).

31. Cassie, A. B. D. & Baxter, S. Wettability of porous surfaces. Trans. Faraday Soc.
40, 546–551 (1944).

32. Wenzel, R. N. Resistance of solid surfaces to wetting by water. Ind. Eng. Chem.
28, 988–994 (1936).

Ma et al. Microsystems & Nanoengineering            (2019) 5:48 Page 10 of 10


	Hybrid superhydrophilic&#x02013;nobreaksuperhydrophobic micro/nanostructures fabricated by femtosecond laser-induced forward transfer for sub-femtomolar Raman detection
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results and discussion
	Femtosecond laser processing
	The controllable and stable concentration result of the droplet
	The detection limit

	Conclusion
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS




